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about $1 trillion over a 20-year period, 
more than $1 trillion, to be more appro-
priate. 

This bill, if it becomes law, will rein-
state the past that we have tried to 
overcome. This bill will bring back, re-
instate, preexisting conditions. And as 
has been said, and for edification pur-
poses, pregnancy is a preexisting condi-
tion. This bill will reinstate the dough-
nut hole that we have been trying to 
close to help seniors with their phar-
maceuticals. This bill will reinstate 
kicking children off of the policies that 
they’re on now with their parents until 
they are 26 years of age. This bill will 
reinstate a condition wherein approxi-
mately 45,000 persons per year were 
dying from a lack of insurance. That’s 
one person every 12 minutes. This bill 
will take us back in my State to 6 mil-
lion persons being uninsured without 
the possibility of having insurance, 
will take us back to 1.1 million persons 
in Harris County, Texas, being unin-
sured, 20 percent of the children in the 
State of Texas are uninsured. This bill 
will take us back to a time and the 
place that we tried to escape. 

And I thank God that this so-called 
repeal will not become law because I 
believe that this bill, if it becomes law, 
will hurt too many people. And there 
are some I have actually heard say, it 
would be good for it to become law be-
cause then people could understand the 
pain that this bill will invoke. I don’t 
agree. I do not agree because I don’t 
want people to suffer unnecessarily. I 
believe we do have a duty to be our 
brother’s keeper. And by the way, it’s 
easy to be your brother’s keeper when 
you don’t have to keep your brother. It 
is difficult to do the right thing to 
make sure that every American has 
health care. In a country wherein we 
will take the bank robber who is 
harmed in the process of robbing a 
bank and give him aid and comfort, in 
a country wherein we will give our en-
emies in mortal combat aid and com-
fort if they should become wounded, in 
a country wherein we will give the per-
son on death row who is to meet his 
Maker next week aid and comfort if he 
gets sick this week and then send him 
to meet his Maker next week, in this 
country, the richest country in the 
world, if we can give aid and comfort to 
the bank robber, if we can give aid and 
comfort to the mortal enemy of this 
country, if we can give aid and comfort 
to those who are on death row, we can 
give aid and comfort to those who are 
among the least, the last, and the lost. 

I believe that we’ve made a mistake 
today. This is why I voted against re-
peal. 

f 

RENEWED INTEREST IN THE 
CONSTITUTION 

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr. 
BARLETTA). Under a previous order of 
the House, the gentleman from Texas 
(Mr. PAUL) is recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. PAUL. Mr. Speaker, I am pleased 
that the Constitution has received a 

lot of attention in recent weeks, 
thanks to the tea party movement. It 
goes without saying that Members of 
Congress should have read the Con-
stitution many times, and we should 
continue to study it. 

Citing the particular clause of the 
Constitution that authorizes newly in-
troduced legislation is a reasonable 
suggestion, yet in reality it will do lit-
tle to restrain unconstitutional growth 
of Federal Government. We have had 
such rules in the past and no benefit 
came of it. 

The laws that are passed reflect the 
preferences of those in charge, who pro-
mote their personal agenda. For too 
long that agenda has expanded govern-
ment at the expense of personal lib-
erty, regardless of which political 
party was in charge. Generally this 
trend was supported by voters, who re-
warded most Members of Congress with 
reelection. 

For many of us, this expansion of 
government clearly violated the Con-
stitution, yet it was always argued 
that the program somehow conformed 
to that ‘‘living’’ document. 

By misinterpreting the general wel-
fare clause, the interstate commerce 
clause, and the ‘‘necessary and proper’’ 
clause, Congress has justified every 
conceivable expansion of the Federal 
Government. Congress also has mis-
interpreted the 14th Amendment and 
legislated as though it had repealed the 
10th Amendment. Sadly, Congress has 
also systematically abdicated its pre-
rogatives and responsibilities to the ex-
ecutive branch over many decades. 

Too many people, in and out of Con-
gress, grew up being taught that the 
Constitution was malleable. This has 
allowed judicial, legislative, and execu-
tive flexibility to make the Constitu-
tion ‘‘a modern living document.’’ 
Though the authors allowed for ‘‘flexi-
bility’’ through the amendment proc-
ess, this process has been ignored for 
the sake of speed and convenience. 
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As a result, the Constitution now has 

little meaning since most Members pay 
only lip service when taking their oath 
to obey it. 

But I am encouraged by our growing 
grassroots interest in the Constitution, 
especially among the younger genera-
tion. I am glad Congress is becoming 
aware of it. 

Our Constitution should be viewed as 
law, and Members of Congress should 
be expected to follow the rule of law. 
But a document is just that, and it is 
only as good as the character of those 
who represent us and promise to obey 
it. 

Distorted interpretations come easily 
when the goal is opposite of what the 
original authors intended and what the 
plain text provides. 

If true liberty is not our goal, per-
sistent efforts to rationalize misinter-
pretations and circumvent the Con-
stitution will continue. 

Without men and women of character 
in Congress, respect for the rule of law 

and a love of liberty, the Constitution 
becomes but a worthless piece of paper. 
Celebrating the Constitution without 
this understanding will do nothing to 
restore the greatness of America. 

Simply praising the document dis-
tracts from the need for Members to 
gain the courage to resist special inter-
ests; political self-interests; emergency 
needs in times of crisis; fear-based eco-
nomic myths; and the persistent temp-
tation to seek security over liberty 
while ignoring personal responsibility 
and self-reliance. 

Providing instruction in the Con-
stitution for staff and/or Members begs 
the question: Who will be the teacher? 

I wonder, will this welcomed renewed 
interest in the Constitution lead to a 
healthy reassessment of all of our poli-
cies? 

Will there be no more wars without 
an actual congressional declaration? 

Will the Federal Reserve Act be re-
pealed? 

Will only gold and silver be called 
legal tender? 

Will we end all of the unconstitu-
tional Federal departments, including 
the Department of Energy, Education, 
Agriculture, Commerce, Health and 
Human Services, Homeland Security, 
and Labor? 

Will the Patriot Act be repealed and 
all of the warrantless searches stopped? 

Will TSA be restrained or abolished? 
Will the IRS’s unconstitutional col-

lection powers end? 
Will executive and judicial quasi-leg-

islative powers be ended? 
Will we end the Federal war on 

drugs? 
Will we end the Federal Govern-

ment’s involvement in medical care? 
Will we end all of the Federal Gov-

ernment’s illusionary insurance pro-
grams? 

Will we ban secret prisons, trials 
without due process, and assassina-
tions? 

Will we end our foreign policy of in-
vasion and occupation? 

For America to once again become 
the standard for a free society, our love 
of liberty and desire for peace must far 
surpass any public display of fidelity to 
the Constitution. We must first look to 
strong moral character, respect for the 
rule of law, and an understanding of 
the proper role of government in a free 
society. 

f 

REMEMBERING SARGENT SHRIVER 

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a 
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California (Mr. FARR) is 
recognized for 5 minutes. 

Mr. FARR. Mr. Speaker, I rise to-
night very sadly to talk a little bit 
about one of the greatest Americans of 
our generation, a true American hero, 
in my view, Sargent Shriver. 

I really have to say I am also very 
upset that the Republican leadership 
wouldn’t allow for a moment of silence 
in today’s session for such a distin-
guished American. 
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